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5T'T-^fT*T TftSm 
('TtfT TfT^ TO) 
srfaq^TT 

^ fawfr, 26 TTJ^fr, tyui 
to. *rr. 1 3 e(’«ar) TOiffa totot, ^Tfiror trto "rf^r 

Pm, 1958 ( 1958 TO 44 ) * ETPT 150 3 TO 1 TT ( 5 ) 

% Sr '-fl tot! ^ oft qr"p toM? f vrtr fod 

Mm % mr faros Jr toto wn $r tot <rfa^T 
*f<rn?fa ('ftaTft^w) to. nr. G78(®r) roftsr 

2 9 - 8-1989 % TOsffa nftrr ^ ftmftrftm 

ift 7 ft we-PK <Pt 17-8-1990 pfr smr gro to, arofaRr 
<TOfr 11 

Wfa totot aro 29 mrro, 1989 vt mfafaTOt? rftwr 
ttrfafaror (1958 to 44 ) ^ error 150 <$t 3wn ( 1 ) % mffa 
tTfoer fm m eft q^r. * mjf $r 05 nrpfW Krmrfa»R , >r $r toto 1 

'nfert: rorft ifw? ftrftnr TOroft fftfrobr, tomtit 
sfk 

TO 'Jfl ft 9T*[j 9lfap> 


3 Tfl«rfa :— 

ftt 1 [ — TTFrt TO^ 

fvifs'T —^ 

TOroft fftftrtT ~inr tfr nirar 

% f%TT 

fftfa 

TOTtf H <.*h 1 <1 TOT-TORT '-ife^i TOTRPT *T TOfatfro^ 

srftrfaror ( 19 58 in- 44 ) tft ffRT 150 ift 3 TOTO ( 1 ) % mffa- 

ujti otfa^ ^ift ^iy J ,7'ii+.* 1 .-i'I-0 " ftrftriT, 

aiftnt> f^Rr*r TOfaqi f^ror to, % afft-faroi % ■trftrfftfar % ftift 
srfft^rori ft. an. sit. 678 (®r) fSrrtu? 29 spiTfr, 1939 arror 
*94IMiftnpT’T TO TO*T fTOfT SIT I f’TPTTfirm *fiT »TS>r WtP?IT 

fOTW ^ PptPp 7 1988 % wi^rr % Jr 

fw wr *rr sfk Jr srfirarfr j & 4 ?wt ^rJr jtwp <Pt 

fr^r fcn jfit «rr f% qTfwr arirwwf $ rfar arflUrnf) % imrJr 
to Prk am wk Jr srfa^mT antr arr% toutt 

vrfa^r ^ m’TTftr'row % irs?r % ftrtr mhfarar dVnpr 
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afAPtHH, 1958 At riet 150(1) A a^a Rat RTa esttt et^ 
ate aArPrAir % fAir aTaAAr RTTRiftrREE it eet eet i 

2, *sfy etAT rt^ jnxT to Arpra hrie A Arte Ppht ret 
fM it sa erte ftaft eteiee Whe rotAT A eeA 
Eptt if 1980 & EETHTE HpE fAtA EE RE % AeT RE E$T 

«nr 1 s aara, 1985 Tt w nit Rattan reset he rtAeh et 
*Aeeipe fftEWTHTHaa it rtese ArAr he ht At a^ Etam ?A 
w ate: rprA %sthee hA mam A aAf $TA At rmTg he 
hrA ^ in At-2 he Ranter PraarHEft ir arft 527 ftHT het ate 
Rita aamiTT A wft aAf ret Ptrt aari 3 ^Pr 30 rhhh, er 
AA AtAR trPTOFr ir f «rra rttht ate far ee) herAT ft? 
if $eht AA % Pro; er sra wm Art ret 1 wft amA i % 
nw % rest he fttA rt fata Ptet ret 1 wi Rt fAfte 
EIRT AtA HE EtETRE ftllvr RehAI % ElAt RTR *f?r AaiA REp^T 
re tt HArf-paAS; n^ift Amat % Pte writ Ye he a ' -y^aa 
ttritt ret ht 1 ept'I’hth' mAt anj; ir 12 {tatar, 1985 aar 
wm Aweh iAA re heYe ite maw if mp arfta rtAt % 

EH if PaPpOT EET$ EH Wf IT. HE. jjlfAf, HrfAite Yhete 

«Ttf AftPTE jttt "mw <mrf R ftrtr tree” rt hrer he ftHT 
ret 1 3 »fttA nw Artet he h^te retA % far; rthAV A fERTfrir 
«ift APfe RarAt if Par ree A irk he ftm 1 wAt rt^ he 
? nrt ft Pr reret Artee APtee etAe eht eththte e it . he 
ft. ante srrr arf efe htht mr «n m: nsPra rroror Yr 
HTP^ft w. ttoi t( 5 t JTE115 ee a^r sft Ytx wrYr itwr wnw 

nrr mar ta mur mra^tif «tk w^s f; 1 


[PART II^Sec. 3 (ii) J 


^ *r. cp- % 5t fafmr anw a?i Hr Hfrf^n wh: atPOTt- 

HTfft ip f 8 RTTFr T 5 T RT pTO% PwpiH tp: fY EaYr 

Yt ^tarit ^tar ?t at Hfrr/E'm arm yfa: ^etst ot | 
rfE mwm wff % fira rmr?t mT wrrfar iP 1 irwPV 
a arfYhiMf jm eutt* aa rrYr wmR'f ir he fen *rtr 
5 a: h^t Pp prfa+HiT'haf Yt ftwwf *Pt rrmr hew, rtrY % 
rrrafr sftr Rfrft«Tfwff if Ei^fr w ir ^sr Ynr afsa «rr 1 

4. prfwpppat % ^ft mY ftrfwa ehpt if ^ Ppht ^ fV 
aanff ifHitff Yt rrmr he^ mr miflr ait srPr=iiE *rh: wRra 

EE^ft ET 'ifr«R a^f HE Tfl $ I HE 7JHPEA "PT H lfal Ew 

a>a?a wftrfainT, loss vt mrr i4s'(i) hAt *rra VII fcww 
EREff wrffa ^fpfrfEia o?r mtHTfea afw^a nfr YWV wawa 
if fwAw fwiTT aar $, (At aifEHarnff % rft itfrarfafta aa tpYr- 
H-iET afirr^E, aVft aHi <1 a, hfpput % Pi ij 'i ■, % ftpr^ hwheit 

WTawa if a HI SpfHWE RTf^Pr RiaE HE ift J | ^-tPhi< 

mPm nrat hwpttt am maTER % rmw aifRn f 1 vrfaa 
Rpr^ta aV: aftra RE?it: % urn <e WRifaRER mr Pthe a^t 
Pprt ert t iftr hr RrrRTftnrEE % rwt ^re r^: rtret ^r Pp 
HR t HRTHE ftlftR HRHFft Pt. IR RlpOTTHEt Hff ^RTttt Hp 

rrtPe maffHE hAe ^sr 1 1 RrfYmYf if a*r a^Aar rft Pprt 
| Pp a?m afafafROT he% ^ faa an: HifErwri Yt rff irhtrt 
Y f Era 1 erthe fvrPnr mrar Pr. A hr ht Krprftr hA 
?RfEa arm wrAr hiAhie aff faRT rrt i RifmaHEA Yt 
shThh HAapRar aa hA w^afa fr af eA atHE 3HAmm arfr 
^ • 


3 . trthe Wtr m?fr fa. a aYr PrPsa hrr a ij^ar 
narr far Rrfwpra'r ethT hi^ hA wt aijYt he wtA % rtr 
E ft maAf he fiRtf 7 at. 1984 hAe 25 nja, 1984 ar 
HiTfaE t< mrR RtPra farar rrt rt i hr Rifamaaf A err 

fElE HE,1RT Vpr HERft % TORE A 9 EHERE 1984 HR 

rja nit he erph mPra (Art Pp %ra aijitij Hr Psa h^r 
rAer ^f Aar arPra tfrr rpjfr rtet Hr hAor eArueteA t«A 
Ar ffi’i jji^RtAPrHr rTPhrt httA e^ht aifta i RrfRHRHrfA hA 
5 RRotE, 1984 hA 'jafARtfAa Pprt hrt %Ae 9 errA, 1085 

hA EfTE HE HE PfRT RRT I 7 HTRPT, 19 8 5 HA ER ERIE fHETET- 
HHhra A anrA Ahtee h^ rt, riPthehtht A ftmaa hA Pp hr 
Aetr a^A «pe anarT i a^A? Et jfrarA «fr hAe afaPn A 
Htanff AT aar a? am Htaf A Atfta rt i *mt PriAw AtarfERf 
hAe fjiHiiMai Ar Ptr r^ RRRtA iR A Hrrat aaaaR RRifaf hAe 
hAeR A E^T RT I PA RTEEt hA RE^ A RrfEHRHRlf hA TlHPEt 
Wr«K HE RET PtRT RR 1 RRT 8 ERTE HfA 0300 Rt EOT ITET 
RE HE Ae PfRT RRT RRT \1'’1 '1 ; AETR hA REtTRE % PTR RE EIAhi 
hottrot A aaf ret Prar rrt i RifE'ETHarf hr 30 ertr, less 
to rrte Pert heteAe rete >pe ^ fafAwrE jtet AAie reA? 

ret AeTR ¥HlA % HREE % PfR RSHRHd AftAa HE; fW 

RRT RRT atA Ae J1ETRIET HTEA t p!T^ ^HER RTtRR PPRT 
RRi I RTpHETHOTf STE HWHOTT ftRE EPTat HRirfER 

A ^rar fair etA he aaaA RAe faftwiT reA A fArr 2 

firrnR 7 ', loss Rt mAf A AIere RrPpaT w. ArAhe A hie 

hIET RRT 1 RT. atHE 3FT ERHA fAPlRA EOT hA at rAe 4 
fAEOTE, 1 985 rA w| WET 5TTT E^t Art A PER Fat ER 

A RTHTR RtPar RE fART WTfR RT. A. RtHT hA ER A RfRltt 

TT E^TE HE HA ETA RpA pfPPWT 8TTT R At SETE PPRT ET 
HOTET RT a fA PaAlEE PpHT ET RRRT RT I RErfT A 5 fARTRE, 
1985 % HE 3TET RTpfRTHPjf HA ArTA aRTAT RE At I HrPPft 


5. Araf 'rrfotf A rthr wAt hettreA At afAfAPraf Haja 
hA I RR RR^: 1 HTEERT AeRE APtRE RiAe n.A RTRHTE % 

tt . rt Ar RiEf 11 rt?AA rrir Prn Pp anrAA Erat rt^, hA 
eArrie ePt hA t wAr ePt hA a'Pra fafa 12 farTwr, 1985- 
at i w^tA etrurr fAEpTRE fWt€r rr hA A i rAe aaar rireA 
PotpA rr faRTET ft Pp At arfrat At Fe^ rrt PaAffOT afaafea 
atm «flE PtPpett At atrarfra at etAA arf arapR rirA At Pt % 
TR^aft i aa Tartar wata 12 PraraT, 1 985 Rt errt Ptrte aT 
far Epff rt atjA^ PatEE A ft 1 wfta *M*< fRar far aTapa 
rtrA rt m ft jrrfrfER «ra hA sAhet EfRa rrr aarfaR rtr 
tfh arafaR eAe Hrf ( frHr er r rot rt rtA huPhe ft 1 a a?t 
rreA Pp sft Etar rt^; hA erAe Yi Araril A «ft epA rej; r 
E ma A Rtt aAr gt wtr afA «A ecA rt^; hA 

a^r A Ae Ptrt eta tt rt AAr aaraj % Ptr hAt aftat 
ara wRtr a^iani aaEswa ?t At uaAr OTir*a Rt nAt erPta 
eret a^t fttRf REtf aa% PrArff rt tee fArar ert snftfA a? 
At HA[t fAr «ft ErAt HEJ Sr Pr®A?fAftTa PwNa: fRETWOTiaa 
Artta rr hete >^t ETaRTEt aftt tft at 1 RAfPt a? At area 
Pprt Pp eh% PrAarf A e^ree A Et epA hej; hA tt a$Afc 
R 1 R 5 a; EK fArrr etA hA ar*A* ft I 

e. rA. 5*713;, 1 yt. ^ AtHE A rrft forr ft Pp t^IA wt 
Erat ar^; hA H^At rte 7 afta, 1984 rA etr hA At «flE 
a^Aft hA AtaiET art at 1 eT erA rtr jtet ^ottsr >tt af 
Prsat fftrafr Ate A hr rtAe aft ft far A a^te A wt Ai 
arfttA 'At Elat ht^ At fRERaTHraaa A etAArtr 4 faawT, 
19 8 5 At Eta At 1 Erat REj; A the A a^r eAet rter 
gt Ate m At ETaRTEt PrAt Pr epA aif A rtr Aetr err A 
aiHREf faP+rar eherr a ?AA rt arfrr araET ftwr ate 330 
At . rt , hr ehh htAet at i hpr Efaf % Hfrara A ataja gar 
fR aaA ijf ejRtrr ft 1 ar^tA aaTRr fA ere nfterr ate m 
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rir r TfmTO ; wriff.-cii 


[RTP II-PpR ;i(li)] 


^TcT ftpti PT ttft'9 Ttq qfWT P Pt ttpift Tip ^ tftt P iff 
Raift % qrtf | I p^Jp pipt ftpR ft? TP WRW it ?PTP TTR 

ti fftrmtr fwn prt ff fft frtft RTTTft (pt^p) r»rim ft 
p 5 T RftrrrR tfftr rrt frftt pr rp •fit wfftqtp fftft tt 

TflT FlfT RPRT R RTPT 1 %PR PtTiftrtfrffP faRR fpTTR WRIT 
f •pftftr !(TC ftpr fftfftR Tftp RTTRT t I ET . % . fttTP if 
wrTPTT fr p$ ftqft twirt TRPt ftr. it lseo ir ftffrrtp RifoRt 

| I fttptr 4 ftRtTT, 198 5 TT 5RWR IpT R?|*?T ft RTTt pfRr 
PPT TT TTTFt RTPt PTP Tt Rtf 5TT<1 29 0 ftr. TTT, <ft ill < o'-8 

spjtwi fttfap Tt Rpr put pt i pt^tft t^t Ft pift prfftp- 

ptrt ftr jrtjftg uTt pRfsT ftrr T far pttjr rprt tt rprt 11 

T5% '-^ ^rpfr pr tt 7 Ri, 1 984 pit *RnjR fttfftp frPT put 
pt Rtfr rp% fttrrp it pqfcr nrfrr ftr i R^ftif qr fftftpr 
ftPTf TT RTPr t RPPT Plft, PT[ RR WRP RPTOf TT fftftt $ t 
rnp ft% RtjiR tTPf PP Raft? fpftftR *T^T f[t HTPT FpRTt Ufftp 

ftfpu, ftRR fttT ^irtr if? ppqqfp ifRqtpftt ftifftpr ?it i tt . 
fttqt tf fTpr ftp ftRTP Tt rfr traftp % tpr prep 
^ pftifr rp DTn'n wnfuT ftt i ir Pinir it paftft pTpttt 

fjtft T TPR RfftftftR PT I dFffft JR T?T ft? R^R ftt PITft 
p raj iff 4 fitPR t , 1 9 8 5 if fftTiR: P,T qT 5> ftR If 5 ! STR <r 
«ft ftq'nr 4 fttP’R 1 ', 1 98 5 Tt RT^t qff qf “ft I 3^ 

^rrftsr ^tr % mq St fupTt ^rnft tit <r ^tr urftr *t «ft i 
TprwrtFRTP fpflt qRRT Tt Mt irf rfft! Pt Wft TI^ Tt TT^ 
HftrftrPr ^t »rf «ft i tt. TiftR. it tt wt hbtot ft? ftp»ft 
TiftrP qtt w^r utr Pmwrr Ttftrm nrR tpr Tiff Tt tt 
PT flr *tft; Triftt Ti#t nrfcr Tftr # 11 *r. ifftRi ^ t?t ftp 
^ qw ? |?r Tft ftrfw TRpntf ir irfirw *nfr*n: ^ tt 
if TPi T*" T 1 T ^ I 

7 . iff 1®PJ— 2 *fl aft. T. arPTPTt, T TTPIT f*F <ft 4H1 S[R 

Brn nftftT umr ftrftr pt ttto, 1928 5 1 »ft tot 

ftp “ir TRt TR t 3 TlfiR % TRT RfT flit TR TT^St ?RT »P 
ftfrr Tpyi^TT <ftftR f*TRT aRT ! IT I 

8. 1R . TER — 2 >ift n R, ift. T t%T iftHM ^ftPH TTP 

afr^ PIT SfiTTT, TRf (RT. ^. RT . TTf.) % pftrftify S I 
T^fjriT TRT ftp n ,p, 1 J TTP. TTT^. “ TiTTT *uPht> aftR §Tf TT+w’l'i 
T PTITT TT Tti PTftrT TO ftrfTTTT 'T’TT^t’TRT *t RTHHT 
ymuma iRn: t pit nfr ftpr tow t^rt urm saftTR 

ftPR TRT ^t TT arm Tt JfftRT *ttr ftrfpq TRTT 3TTT 

T(im tt ir ttttHtt ttt Tftrr^ fVfrm ftrt*Rt Tt frnr ^rt 

t Vtr mfttr qft rrrtt itr Ttsw it ft«rfTWT ftrrftTO Tt tpt wf?R 

^pft I gr^fit T^T fT TftrR TTR% it ^*T ftTOR Tt TRift STTT 
qftpR Tf P Tpif TT TT^ ftTsfR «*l*t3<t % TRflJlT itfE TT 
*nfr | wft; Hrftrr <t iRwf Tt rt ttop tp it trtr 

TTTT TrrfftfT RR % ftfT? t *fft «tR KRft if =TTft[T Tt 
5tr% TT W1 Tgf ft«n 1RT 1 g»^R WRT fT Tt ^ftm 

Tt TR TT UTOlfeq TRTt TT % HTfTT TT P^T I TTTR 
TTpftr it TRpft it ijftTR % TOTmt Tgt ftRT 1 TffTT (MlRTTTTrf) 
tf «ft jfftrqir Tt ijftR qfr Ptrt i 

9. RfTnrm ^t fr ftrftR ptot: wri, «tf Rt. Tft. 
JTTtfT «fr PTSPT e I TftT Tfr np. ?ft. apRT TTTRt «WOT TT ^ T^T 
THTPT ir RTfRP wf it EPftR. JTtftTTfWf it ^JT iRT ftr ftR 
apt qr «fr WT, Tft. TfTT T PT<R Tt TRWTTTT $ I TTftppTTTr 
p Tf f fT JR =TT^TT ft f¥ m IJRT PlFT "ft WTPEftFTT PR-TT 
5pg?T Tt I TfT iTTT Tt TTHlftT piJ^PRT PTfftT Tt H^t % Ttftt 
ttroft *TTurt Tt ftrr % tTfftTttr ptt tpftiR t TTftrT qft 


Tglttpfr ir JRftPT WTftpftRtr 1TFT»TT Tftrfe iff IffaftTfr TRRt 
STtt RTtrsW TR iff ait <ft ItTftnT tfir ptett fT «ft mr. tft. jjrt 
ip 1JH TTS.R TT tT -TRlffTTRr tTTtT Ttf ^iTTftT rpft ftfRT in 
tr%PT I 

10. TilwiTRt ift iRr hr ptftrfar tt ir Trfaiforr t^ttr 

pftrftRT ;m fiRfiR g I PtftlfHT TFTtff % TTtTTTT IR <Ilfi T 

*ft TRift % stttr nYt ftr^ftr tw % urtk Trgrrftr 11 

T^t TP TfftftJT HR? TT | Tf ftw ^ ftp TtRtR RT afmn 
Jtn tfrt 8 TRFT, 198 5 Tt IR 5 RPT fTOTWR it (TTR^T 
RTtJT) Tt «n ffr P 3 Tt VRfll'T if *Tfff ^ 1 % ift TTR Tft 1 

trrftpfwr ptt ijt rrftrfR % spprrt fttR T wferTR utt 

OlftiR ?T iTORT TR, 30 WTR, 1985 ITT ^ TT%T T tTTTP , 

ftrrrwrTitRiT tr tttt ^ptt jwr, sir TtrTTTT tpr ^tt iri 

Tt 3RIP RftTT % HTftn Tjrit TT pftm TcTR *TT pftt 3RTT 
PlftfT T 5 ftRRt, 1985 fit PiRfr iftflTr PURI TR Et I 
RRnff % it Ttt ftRR Tift I I 5TTT Rf J f¥ TTT TTftpPT- 

Wr tfr Ptitr 'tprtp ftRrrarrqtrRTT it wstt Tftr % ^r m^nr 

IR. Tt. tR TTOTT Tt PTflT Tt PR T fftt; RtT ‘TT ? PTTt 
TTTTtlRT | TTffT Tit TTl/rfl tTR Tt «fr RTT Tift TT I Tfq 
T®Rt % TFTCTt TT PPR Tt T iff TRT PR I Pt PRt PR 
Tt RTT faftpOTT % IRtTR ‘‘TTTTR TR % fair tT™r" WR if 
ifR TlfR Tt tIRRW «ft l TPftro; infpTFPTt TRT Tt PR if 
TTTT TT Pftr PT# iRnff Tr PTTftfT PTftlfRT pWiR trftTftRT 

ift httt i 4i tt PTRtr (i) ip atp («r) ^ wifR ijoftr: pp i 
n. fttrrr 10 TPRt, ioso T ^ptr wft ftr<{ftreT ttt 

it ftm PPT «TT fT '‘PTfPTTTPt TtitPTTfrSRTP^RMtntT 
tTTTift% ^ *PfR ifftfr l" TR1J IR «Tlt PTfllft ^ ttfS HTT (ftffT- 
rt prm t<*e 36 ) itT?rriRT^ ftppirpt T ftTfown trfuTTft- 

aitl PtiflTR fTTT PifpT ftptft fpfttRTT fwOV W\ WRft WrWT 
Tftw Ttl tTTPT ^ tftt ftppt ftlR tR Tt ftPftr if PPT TTRT 
Tt TTPf PPT Pfp£R 5RT TTJR TT it PTftrp ftplf RT fpftpwn 
ftpRTT T TFT $PT PFRl I PR PrSt if piftm Tt PP TFRf 
% ftTfTRr pftlTTft THT tTRIRTt Tt FRT 1RT PT, Tt l3Rt 
RP fpftpTTT fpTTP 5Ttr TT'll pfp PPT tPTP TtTRT, PpfT 
TRifr * fpfTRTr wferTTir ir ^t pPift iftrr % ftR tpFft tt 
if ITiftTp TlffR TT ftiTT Pi wtr ^fTt ftlftfRiT ftnAiW P ^PTP % 
PR Pit tTRTR Tipf % ftlO, tfftp *TTftlP Tt felT I TTRtRT, Et tTP 1 
if fpRPT aft Ptrfr ITT Tt TR f^ftpR TT ^ JR[ft tWT T«tft 
TtRPT R PRRr pft Tttft I O.PPrrptni trWftt T WP 36 T 
tl^Tt IR'.’ft Ti'tprf *P ftTtr PRit pit TRift PPT ajfpTP qitl 
PIJR TT it TtfiPT RP ftrfTRT ftthTO T TTtT t«T PIT RlfijH 
TT I ^TTT P$ fpRT ITTT IR I{,IR wt TTltW ijp 3 6 Tt TRRtft 
tt rpp £ fr ttt tfpTT^f ^ tr^ Tt Tfftrt ftrfrttTT friftr 
T TTPW tTPT TT?pt f[ Pt ^Ptt TTff Tt »ft tfaT TtPT TSRT I 
TtfR itR ^ PTP PlftfTIPtrf P?t fp PR Tt R? pRT PTftR PT 
ftp TRPt RRR Tt TRPt ¥RT ^ftRP SRI itfTP RT % PlfttP 
FT ftrftfRn fWTP TT Pftf | TlfppiTTPf it TRift if ftlft Ttf 
PR RPPT TRtftT tft P^t fTPT SlYt p ifr 8 RPR, 1985 Tt 
ifftt ITT PRPT % tnufftr Tt RRTRf T pR 5 R 1 R PI% T m 
prp tfftRp Tt pfpp frpr ftt pr% prt trpV % afrp tiif 
fppTT % I ijfppp ft Rtft RPP PFT^ FTTT PPT PP ‘rPRlfSTtR 
pftp^fR TP tftr rR *L*pt RT^ RRTM pft 2 2 Ttptr, 19911 Tt 
pftRt pftft i p^ Rpp wfr RT’TrftR | Ft prfRTtrpf, fRR t^t 
TRPt % 1 TRT ffFT RttftTlt Tt fofT PRT RT, tR ^ 'tR m| 
(IPSflit % 36 $ P^t TTPEtTpf iT RpfPST RT I fttffR PP 



4 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA 


if ffWH'R T affr W Effs£ Wif ij fit f vETT 

tpfa *ifr 93 ffafa fi«fr 5 rmt ffififfiR) i w^arnrr* 4t, situ 

fHTi!r «fr A M fen *F Mt F 

d >PT5T vt TR® it if VlPf Etfa) MT | I 

12. UtTTStT WTTTtff fT«TT bTitnftPflT’rT % 8 TO spTFTt T HTUrT 
nr 55 urnT mrr fa nifamaf «fV 5 R) ^ 5 farmr 1 985 qff 
ffij£t (fit % fatj jj> 3 f ^r «rr sr? 31?# ffimrt fa wri ffarr 
^rar m TtV?; 12 fafTHtT, 1985 5J1 fa tffaT ffifr ffi 
fafaWT fatfTTTt STTfeMT fa%T taW 51 1 12 fajnTT, 1985 
5r 4 r? gtrfa famm 5551 mfffiifn', farfawt Ww JTTr 
*rffar w jr Praffer ft «rr tufa ft, Mr ffafFr srsfr fan tm «rr 
wVt fafffa ffajfffi V ffaf sft sffift 515 if 5551 tjffaFT % 
fa$ ffijvfer 5 # ferr 5 r i w ufa ffafaTiT 5 R ft ft atq at 
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MINISTRY OF SURFACE TRANSPORT 
(Shipping Wing) 

NOTIFI CATION 

New Delhi, (he 26th February, 1991 

S.O. 136(H).-—In put;,nance of suh-seetinn (5) of section 
150 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1958 (44 of 1958), 
the Central Government hereby publishes the following 
Award of the 1rbun.il, consiiu.tcd under the noi.lication 
of tile Government of India in Hie Ministry of Surface 
Transport (Shipping Wing), No. S.O, 678(E), dated the 
29th August, 1989, in the dispute between Shri Jani Batm, 
a seaman and M/s. Rmnakur Shipping Company Linrted, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 
17th August, 1990. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHR1 N, CHAKRABORTY, ONE MAN TRI¬ 
BUN AE CONSTITUTED UNDER SUB-SECTION (1) OF 
SECTION 150 OF THE MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT 
(44 OF 1958) BY THE CENTRA!. GOVERNMENT ON 
29 PH AUGUST, 1989 

PARTIES : 

M/s. Ratnakar Shipping Company Limited, Calcutta. 

AND 

Shri Janl Babu, Seaman, 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Seaman-Jani Babu Hiron MukherJce. 

For the Ratnakar—K, K, Kohlt. 

Shaping Co. Ltd—If, P. Sharda. 
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AWARD 

By Notification No. S.O, b78(L), dated 29th August, 19Ky 
the Government of India, Ministry of buriace Iransport con¬ 
stituted under sub-section (1) of Section 150 of the Meichant 
Shipping Act (44 of 19.551, a tribunal for the adjudication 
of the dispute between Jani Babu, a seaman and Ratnakar 
Shipping Company Limited, owner of the ship in which tho 
seaman was employed. The constitution of the tribunal was 
in pursuance of on order dated 7th June, 1988 of the High 
Court ol Calcutta and which order d’reeled the Respondents 
1 to 4 and each one of then, to consider the petitioners 
case of termination of service and take aJ! steps under Section 
150(1) of the Merchant Shipping Act. 1958 for constituting 
a 1 ribunal consisting of one or more prisons by Notification 
in the Official Gazette and to refer the dispute to the Tnbu- 
tuil for adjudication. 

2. The case made out by Jani Babu in his wiilten state¬ 
ment ii brieily as follows: He was serv ng Ratnakar Ship¬ 
ping Co. Ltd. in their ships continuously and without break, 
since 1980. On 8th August. 1985, while on board M. V. P.aUia 
Vaudna tho ship being in the oilier anchorage at Viaakha- 
patnam, he fell sick and on the advice ol the Company's doc¬ 
tor for hospitalisation, was signed off fiom ihc Articles of 
Agreement on Form ENG-2 and admitted in the hospital 
ashore. Ho received medical treatment at St, Joseph's Hospi¬ 
tal till 30th August, then sent to Calcutta by Rail for report¬ 
ing to Company's Head Office. On reportng to Company's 
Hoad Ollicc, he was directed to present himself to Company’s 
doctor. The Ratnakar Shipping Company, on receipt of the 
doctor's report, terminated the service of Jani Babu as he 
was considered medically unfit lor sea sciwice. Juni Babu, 

1 hereafter took medical treatment as an out door patient at 
Calcutta National Medical College K Hospital till 12th Decem¬ 
ber. 1985 when he was certified “Fit for norma) activities” 
by Dr. N. K. Mookefjce, AssR. Pi of. of Medicine. He approa¬ 
ched the Company for reinitaCment but the Company refus¬ 
ed to do so. Jani Babu maintains that as he was found fit by 
Dr. N. K. Mookerjec of Calcutta National Medical College 
&■ Hospital the advice of the Company's doctor alleging 
medical unfitness was untrue nnd the Company's cutler termi¬ 
nating his service is unjustified and illegal. 

3. Ratnakar Shipping Co. Ltd, in their written slulernent 
inert that petitioner Jani Budii was declined unfit for sea 
service on several occasions including on 7th May, 1981 
and 25th June, 1984, even after his resumption of duty. The 
petitioner then took his own tieatment and the Company’s 
doctor declared him fit on 9th November, 1984 on condit'on 
that he should be on restricted diabetic nict and lake oral 
hypoghycatnic tablets for continuation of medication Outing 
voyage. Tho petition:.r was re-engaged from 5lh November, 

1984 and placed on the vessel on 9th Janur.iy, 1985. On 
7ih August, 1985, when the vessel was at outer anchorage 
al V.’safchapatnam, the petitioner complained that ho was 
unable to pass urine, llo vvas diabetic, allergic to penicillin 
medicines and having skin diseases. He was arbitrarily tak¬ 
ing different typos of medicines a*nd food of his own choice 
for his various ailments and complaints. Due such reasons, 
the petitioner was signed off on medical grounds and at 
0300 hours on 8th August, sent ashore by launch and admit¬ 
ted to St. Joseph’s Hospital for treatment of acute retention 
of urine. The petitioner was provided treatment till 30th 
August, 1985 and thereupon he was declared unfit for duty 
duo to chronic diabetes and retention of urine by the attend¬ 
ing physician and was recommended fit for travel alone by 
train. On the petitioner reporting to the Company’s Office fit 
Calcutta he was sent on 2nd September, 1985. to Company’s 
medical Officer Dr. K. Soft for further medical attention. He 
was duly examined by Dr. K, Soft who declared him perma¬ 
nently unfit for sea service on 4th September. 1985, as In 
the opinion of Dr. K. Soft, the disease could ne’ther be cured 
nor controlled by treatment on board. The Company termi¬ 
nated the patient’s service by a letter dated 5th September, 

1985 Tho Company disputed the correctness of the medical 
certificate of Dr. N. K. Mookcricc and conclusions drawn 
therein by the petitioner that he had become free from dia¬ 
betes or completely cured person and hud become fit for 
normal acFvities. The Company denied all the allegations 
made by the petitioner and reiterated that the termination of 
petitioners services was legal, valid and proper in the facts 
and circumstances of the case. 
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4. I tic petitioner also made a mention in his written state¬ 
ment ot me Company not paying him the compensation and 
earned wages, while terminuung his services. This issue has 
been decided in the 4th Court of the Metropolitan & Exe¬ 
cutive Magistrate, Calcutta under Section 145(1) and other 
provisions of Part VII of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1958 
and that the petitioner has also filed a Revision Petition m 
the High Court of Calcutta against the Judgment of the 
Metropolitan and Executive Magistrate, 4th Court, Calcutta. 

I he Revision Petition is prejemly pending before the High 
Court of Calcutta. The case of compensation and earned 
wages therefore, is not for consideration of the Tribunal and 
the sole issue before this Tribunal is whether the termination 
of petitioner’s service by the Ratnak.tr Shipping Co. Ltd., is 
justifiable and valid. The petitioner also requested that an 
advocate to represent him. As Ralnakar Shipping Co. Ltd., 
objected, the request was not granted. Thu petitioner was 
permitted assistance of any permit who is not a legal prac¬ 
titioner. 

5. Both the parries adduced evidence and submitted copies 
of documents. SVV'-l is Or. N’. K. Mookerjce of Calcutta 
National Medical College & Hospital. He stated that he 
examined Jani Babu a number of times, the last date of 
examination being 12th December, 1985. He had checked 
necessary clinical test reports and came to his medical con- 
elus’on that Shri Jani Babu was fit for normal activities sub¬ 
ject to restricted diet and medica’ion as prescribed for two 
months. Qn that date, i t. on I2tli December, 1985, he con¬ 
sidered that the patient’s diabetes was under control. He 
clarified that normal activities mean other than normal labour 
but includes any work of pedantic nature or work between 
pedant c and manual labour. He did not consider that Shrl 
lari Habit’s diabetic condition produced any other compli¬ 
cation to Shrl Jani Babu's health mid that there would be 
no undue hazard to Shri Jani Babu’s health if he was to 
proceed to sea where no qualified medical assistance is avail¬ 
able for two or three weeks, provided his directions were fol¬ 
lowed. He also stated that he was not told of previous his¬ 
tory of ailments of Shrl Jani Babu, parricuiarly of the treat¬ 
ment received at Viaakhnnaimiin Hospital. He also clarified 
that following his directions, Shri Jani Babu was expected 
to get re-examined after two months. 

6. CW-1, Dr, K. Soft stated that he first examined Shri 
I a ni Babu on 7th April, 1984 and found him diabetic. The 
previous history sheet signed by Shri Jani Babu did not 
mention that he was diabetic. He examined Shri Jani Babu 
cn his arrival from Visaktvjpfdnam on 4th September, 1985. 
He found Jani Babu with Idgh blood sugar and knew Jani 
Babu had a servo episode of medical emergency of retention 
of urine and blood sugar upto 430 mg. Oilier test results 
indicated damage to kidneys, He stated that blood urea and 
other tests were done but tne test result documents were not 
with him or with the Compare/. He claimed that where his¬ 
tory of previous hospitalisation is suppressed, the evaluation 
of kidney damage or damage to other omms cannot be as¬ 
sessed at any Govt. (Outdoor) Hospital. Only a Mefrologisl 
can draw conclusion as v,it ions tests are necessary. Dr. K, 
Soft stated that he was a medical officer of M/s. Rntnaka; 
Shipping Co. Ltd., since 1980. The certificate dated 4 th Sep¬ 
tember, 1985 was issued under his instructions and as Jani 
Babu’s blood sugar count was 290 nig. ho was declared unfit, 
He stated that diabetes without complications may only be 
considered fit for sea service. Earlier, Shri Jani Babu was 
declared unfit on 7th May, 1984, ns there was a lot of sugar 
ill his urine. Diabetes is controllable or not depends on indi¬ 
vidual cases. A diabetic patient who has Hypeiblvsomia ins- 
pile of proper drugs, food and exercise has uncontrolled dia¬ 
betes. Dr. Soft clarified that retention of urine was concluded 
due to diabetes since there was high blood sugar. Diabetes 
in this case was uncontrolled due to recurrence. He reiterated 
that Shri Jani Balm was examined hi' him, perhaps a day or 
two earlier than 4th September. 1985 and the report was 
issued on 4th September. 1985. JI<* did not exactly remembei 
on the date on which Shri Jani Babu was examined by him. 
The report was sent to the Company os per practice and no 
copy was given to Shri Jani Babu. Dr. Soft also stated that 
a good examination of a seaman cannot he made without 
knowing his previous history and he always checked the same 
tin. Dr. Soft stated that he was acting as Medical Officer of 
many Shipping Companies at present. 
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7. C.W. 2 Shri B. K. Dainaui stated that dale of birth 
declared by Sari Jani Babu was 1 si January, 1928. He also 
stated that Shri Jani Babu was earlier declared unfit for sea 
service twice for diabetes. 

8. S.W. 2. Shri M. T. Joseph is a representative of NaUo- 
nal Union of Seafarers of India, Bombay (N.U.S.I.). Ha 
stated that as per NUSI-Shipowners’ agreement, when a sea 
man gives a in certificate irom his own medical consultant 
and n sucli a certificate is' not accepted by the Company, 
the case has to be relcrred to a third medical specialist nomi¬ 
nated jointly by the Union and the Snipping Company and 
the opinion or the medical specialist with regard to the fit¬ 
ness of tils seaman would be final. He stated that in tno 
present case the act of the Company is not referring the 
dispute to the Union was a major infringement of the relevant 
clause of the Bilateral Agreement and the unilateral termina¬ 
tion of the service oi the seaman was -gainst natural justice 
and in other words, the seaman was not giv cn tho opportunity 
to be heard. He stated that tho onus of referring the dispute 
to the Union is of the Company and not of the seaman. 
In the present case, the Company did not consult the Union. 
The seaman (Petitioner) also did not inform the Union. 

9. ’! he petitioner also, wanted Shri S. C. Gupta, Shipping 
Master. Calcutta, to give evidence. As Shri S, C. Gupta, was 
oil m.dical leave and not present in Calcutta, the petitioner 
was asked on which issue, the evidence of Shri S. C. Gupta 
was required. The petitioner staled that he required Shri 
Gupta to produce the Ship'-, Official Log Book. As the termi¬ 
nation of service is not on disciplinary grounds and a3 the 
copy of the official lot- book entry relating to discharge of 
the seaman from ships Auic'es of Agreement on medical 
ground was made available by the Company, 1 did not con¬ 
sider that evidence of Shri S. C. Gupta would be of any use 
of this Tribunal. 

10. The service conditions of the petitioner arc statutorily 
regulated by tfic Merchant Shipping Act, The service condi¬ 
tions, other than the Statutory ones, are also agreed to as 
per Company’s letter of ofter and appointment. As regards 
statutory conditions, it is established that the petitioner be¬ 
came sick requiring hospitalisation ashore on 8th August, 
1985 when the ship was at Visakhppatnam (outer anchorage). 
He was signed off from ship’s Articles of Agreement as per 
Official Log Book entry, treated at St. Joseph Hospital, Visa- 
khupatnatn till 30th August, 1.985, repatriated to Calcutia 
which was the proper return port by the Shipowners and tho 
shipowners terminated his service on 5th September, 1985. 
There is no dispute about these events or occurrences. The 
question is if the petitioner was fit to continue with the 
voyage of the shin M. V. Raton Vandana, on his discharge 
from f'l. Joseph Hospital, Visakhapatnam. The answer is in 
the negative as he was not fit on his repatriation to Calcutta. 
Even, if the advice of the Company’s doctor Is di'regardcd, 
Shri Jani Babu required another three months to be declared 
“Fit for normal activities" from his own medical attendant. 
The petitioner, therefore, was unable to proceed on tho 
voyage and the termination of his service is fully valid under 
the Clause fb) of Sub-section (1) of Section 141 of the Mer¬ 
chant Shipping Act. 

11. The offer and appointment letter dated 10th November, 
1980, stated “the terms and conditions of the petitioner’s 
service will be as per N.U.S.I. Agreement.” The relevant 
ciause ot NUSl Agreement (Clause 36 Medical Benefits) state* 
that a seaman rejected by Company’s Medical Officer may 
get himself examined by a medical specialist and in the 
event . f divergence of opinion, fils case shall be referred to 
a Me real Specialist nominated jointly by the Company and 
Union. In this case the seaman, after he was rejected by 
Company's Medical Officer, go: himself examined Bnd treated 
by a Medical Specialist, whereas the Company's Medical 
Officer declared himself permanently unfit for sea service, 
th- other Medical Specialist declared him, after treatment, 
i t for nonniti activities. Obviously, there was divergence Of 
two opinions, even if the latter opinion does not specifically 
mention fitness relating '■> sea service. As per clause 36 of 
NUSf Agreement, for tfic next step, the matter should have 
1'i‘cn referred to a Medical Specialist nominated jointly by 
( omenin' end Union. This step was not taken. The working 
of Clause 36 of NUSI Agreement means that if one party 
wants the case referred to the third Medical Specialist, the 
other paily is bound to take the necessary steps in doing so. 
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The petitioner, being the aggrieved party, could have insisted 
on the Company to refer the matter to a Medical Specialist 
nominated jointly by the Union and the Company, The peti¬ 
tioner made no such demand or even request to the Com 
paiiy. f\or did he inform the Union that any dispute existed 
between him and the Company, since his signing off the 
Articles of Agreement of M. V. Ratna Vandana on 8th 
August, 1985. The Union was approached only after the 
Tribunal required the production of copies of Appointment 
letter and the NUS1 Agreement on 22nd February, 1990. 
It is possible, though improbable that the petitioner, having 
been temporarily rejected earlier by the Company Doctor, 
was not aware of the exact provision in Clause 56 of the 
NUSl Agreement. His lettei of appointment clearly mentions 
NUSI Agreement as terms and conditions and the petitioner 
could not have missed this condition. Even than his not inti¬ 
mating of tile dispute to the Union for advice or intervention 
is inexplicable. 

12. From the documents on record and ovidence before 
this Tribunal it has been established that the petitioner Shri 
Jani Babu was not fit for sea service on Jtb September, 1985 
when his service was terminated and he was not also fit 
till 12th December, 1985, when his Medical Specialist declar¬ 
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ed him fit. His fitness or otherwise after 12th December, 
1985, could have been finally decided by another Medical 
Specialist who was not appointed and for whose appointment 
Shri Jani Babu made no request either to the Company or 
to the Union. The Medical opinion, if taken now will be 
without any purpose as Shri Jani Babu cannot be reinstated 
in service due to his reaching the upper ago limit for sea 
service on 31st December, 1987. I hold that the Company’s 
action in terminating the service of Shri Jani Babu on medi¬ 
cal ground remains valid as the opinion of the Company’s 
Doctor has so far not been superseded and for which the 
Company is not at fault. 

13. The Award is passed in accordance with the para 10 
and para 12 above, 

The 8th August, 1990. 

Calcutta. 

N. CHAKR ABOETY, One Man Tribunal. 

[File No. C-1801S/2/90-MT] 
S. N. KAXAR, It. Secy. 
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